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Aooldent case of 


STATINTL 


ere lL. Attached herewith is the camplete fle in the sock. 
sacle grates driver of a CIA ear whieh sy. 
ntruek & NF 


2. This case hes been before you before, but was AT: 
returned by you to the investigating officer ti determine the _ 
 STATINTL iegni speed limit at the point of accident and to secure. 
: iticnal information as to possible negligence on the part 

of the CIA driver, a ee See 
STATINTL 


3. othe Che 2 eee who war a oo 
BT ATINTL passenger in the CIA car at the we GF ti accident, and find — 

2 that he mow has changed several of the statements in bisuwn- 
dsted memoravium which was forwarded in the originel file. | 


eae peaffirea the fact that the driver sas going ne more _ 
_ 


ry 


STATINTL miles ver hour aml at wnat, to him apoeared to he a 
respomable speed under the clroumstances. Eo. ataves, 

4 horever, that bis omiginal statemeit thet thi $ about » 

BSTATINTL "300 feet” ehesd was an error and should huve read HD foeh". 


also disclaims eny recollection as to whether or not 

ties Light “had just turned xed" or was. still green. He does 
state t the driver's lication of his brakes was weeless, — 
as they did not hold on Slippery pavement. =~ 


spoed was excessive, consid the weather onl traffic con. 
ditions. The secand of these circumstances involves the - 

qusstion @5 to whether, in view of the conditians of the road, 

he vas justified in following BO Closely the. taxrieab ee 
trailing the latter on hia om admiesion at about 15 or 20... 25X1A 
feet. you find thet EGBG ws not driving at an oxcen- 

sive rate of speed, and that he was not followlng too ciossly 

upg: the taxicab under existing coniiitions, and. t under 

these conditions his car was under proper control, the clain 

or the taxican owner must be regected on the grounds that 


sd 
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Shere is not sufficient evidence Bvallable upan : : a : 
liability con be predicated. if, on the other heed ee 


the CIA driver, atates that he was 
y that he 


es set out in Por. 3 ab ab. Bi  Wews mgr 

think tue drive: was golug a SO’ Mrnt tha be did of: 

pres all available test: 

che fegni spesd Limit. awe 
However, tlis is not completely determix ‘ _ 

Baryliend Motor ¥. . oterminativa,. for the. 

nroviaen Mtor Vehiole Lew (Acts of 1943, Ch. i007, See. 157) 


“Ho persen shall drive a vehicle 73 & bi grey “ 


did not exceod 


&t a greater speed than is reeacnable ank | 


prudent under the eonditions then oxia ting.” 


it 1s therefore necessary for to Geka: 
driver waz driving not only wdlihin che eee ether 
at a apeed that was "reasonable mat crete nag Ne but _— 


6. The Mowor Vehicle 1, 
of 1945, Ch. 1907, See. 169(s)) — 


such vehicles : ed of 
dition of the cna ae. Graftie open sates the con | 


"the duty of the rear driver to keep a sare dis. 


tence between vehicles, and to keep 
well an at 80 an to avola going tnfary nap singe ae 
(S9thed.)) °° (Enddy: 3-4 Automoblie Ley 195 
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Thtg mile is further elaborated to hold that oe 
only that can mm the interval to 
esntined is thet of reasonable mrs airg pee 
tae oLrouns tances. Tho mere Soe gion rahengery . 


STATINTL Sec. 942). a es oS 
atemeat 1s that be was trevelling between 
end Pam come the tuxioad eat the time of the eat 
His passenger testifies that the distance was also proximately 


20 feet, it is therefore necessary fox! you to dep whether, - 


| aiticns ce grade tim and place of boar} Cen yee ile an pris oe 
Bent” within Seo. 169{a) of the Maryland Motor Vehicle ae 


be ! dviver ami bis psse er, : 
STATINTL 7, ‘Ehys Ripken “ee ve CIA pt on his b axes © at | 
that t was useleius for quick 91 Oe ee ng 
ition of the road. The brekes 


STATINTL 


aM : : tly @i¢@ not hold imueds— 
on ately, with the result that the CIA car skicaied into the eats | 
am & ca. - : 


a leading Maryland case involving skidding ooo wot. 
atreet “eit = ¥. Diehbaan, 168 Ma. 306, 177 4k. Bey (2935)) 
street, (eer coert or Appeals stated ~ ms 


" onceded end indieputebie, that tie side 
ate Per an sutomobLie is not in: tself sufficter - 


disregard of canditiops by waich suth 6 risk ie 
created or inereased. : : 


t of Appeals, Berti 


Qepending upon the oi OS: now 
an ebsolute control 30 that the motar vehicle may 
S be stopped immediately vexder all olroumstances. — . 
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Traffic regulations erait a speed whitch reales 
a* ee oe for Seen a ties cap be ms 
OE (24 3 G ius ten ® ‘ okt 
physics will not permit it." 


In the case mein, 176 Ma. 639 6 Atl. 
2d 637 (1979) where thé Foal Sar Beer l by rain, aleet and 
freezing c tions, the Maryland Court af Sppeeas stated 0 


In the case of Wolste W.—State, 273 Ba. 103. Tok Atl. 830 
(1937), the Court stated tne” MA. 105, a oe 3 


“Skladiag £8 not in itself @ul without more, 
evidence of ° - « ner is more speed, 
rtainly vi amful limtis, apart, from the“. 
clroumstences in comestion with which 2¢-23 eon. 
side ordinarlly evidence o Kigenwe, . 2. 
Both take color and Significance OER the’ facts 


ad circumstances whids attend a, and either 
Inmy be evidence of negligence. Si Ging: may be 
evidence of te if it appears that it was 


caused Uy a failure te tekn reescamible precaution _ 
to awoid it when the ir oe amas at the tims wate -- - 


caution. Speed be evidense of hegligence 
ichhere it appears thet umder the circumstances 4t 
wan likely to endanger others Wo eere In tho 
sspietata io tio e « at The modern oe Le, 
yMreaune of S &pted, we I, and desig | 
imi the operetion of shyafon! Lge is peey ly 
subject to the danger of uncontrolfiabie ent erratic 
dewletions from its ordinary course, Since 4t. is 
held on its course by the trastian between tty = 
tires and the road surface, whatere) leszenz thet 
traction mukes it more difficult te control, and 
increases the hazard of its skiddiny., That ten. 
dency, because of the power, weight, and potential 
Speed af such machines, carries a con tant threat 
te all users of modern highways end dmposes upon 
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pipe | 
eocadi tions. - im a gocae 
comecr bnowledge chargeable elery one 4 | 
rates an automobile on a publ htghasay that 
the cangor of akidding on a wet IMippery asurtape 
increases an the speed inoresses, Anti not 


does the apenas F hed akxeiadting: 


soeed over & wet slippery shreet increastes tho = 
probability of skidding, and that tho driver is —_ 
rer 


"ADO gm these principles to the fects of 
the can, ore can be no peasanable doubt trat 
the evidence was sufficient to supp Ore a finding — 
chat the collision was caused by the defentent's 
negligence. In valuing the sufficiency of the 

dence for that purposes, the ftinrth of sa mich 
of it as temis to support that Iypothogis, tow 
gether with such inferences a9 nay natured, “ally sx. 
egitimately be deduced vherefrm, must ‘be acsimed. — 


e e » 


3. It is therefore necessary for you to deterulm - 
-?2:o comlust was inconsiytent with the atereise 
of that degree of care which the law required of hin weiter the 
cireumstenees, or wiether it was suffipient in law to porate . 
the inference that hie management of hils car was not the dlrect 
and proximate cause of the collision. e 


a 


G. To reeapitulats, it will be necessary for you, 22?" 


the Light of the above, to reach your dstormnsticn upon certain myo ‘ 


basic questions in omer to determing whether or not 
was neclicent to a degree uhich would inske this Agensy 4: Bn Le 


for the taxicab clain. 
STATINTL 


a. Was BE acriving st ¢ “reasonable . 
and prudent” rate of speed, taking into considerae —— 
tion traffic sed weather conditlons at the time end 
‘plese of the accident? : - es 


nebae d. Did have ibis car under sutfi- 


cient control just ore and during the time of 
the acelident? 
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c. Was the a 

act thet his car was not 


trol thensfore it Ene : con 
his brakes in Poca ik necoasary to alam an 


STATINTL dn Sion 
at & "reasonshle BE coo: 
aecldent 


STATINTL — | 
— STATINTL_ 


eng 7 had 
were waiting for it to change? 


£. If the light was should 
oe St in tims gis Bn Figs ‘Pa. @ 


STATINTL 


x. Was the driver of the taxicab driv. 

Lag in 4 “ressonable and prudent " aoe 
Lines: none conpideration? Did he zlve 
‘nely wearing o turn and ev baXrd 

ah oe De - his tinply warn of 


h. Was the taxi'a sg Likes a ioe 

Gmcy stop, of auch a nsture tha ie sola ? 
Sidered a contributory cause of the accident? 

STATINTL 2 in ths light af ell of the ciremstences, | 


wos ERR ariv in such ree | , 
tc chuge the mec LAont? & negligent mamer as 


Welter L. PLoraheinor 
WLPforzheilmer:blc ee 7 cat Se 
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